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Eok ot zdl N EAS REE Eiusz A X miFl

74 $#st AgetE TEas iy (program theory)o] @t Z2ago® Ry Fold
fegeln =Hu, o%A oH g FHRI LA Hest e BRE wEsY R 7
Bi& A g

BokE BFES kel 22y Eie M@ty BEGERH EA=A X3z gle st
A ZF2t ERE A shite AR BRPEFECT BOROTAR ] Y BRHARTE
BEE CTEF o= & BRAA LEY HREE ERsted o9A HERT 5 dE7t 3
T dlltt BB Fol e velA BFERCl e shue BEBRAA BREEFET o
DA BCiSHT BORTESY mBRd A ERMoE FERE 4 devtE wele A% 5%
3 ¢ A #EEdGs F 5 A8 Aol

A wEe ASAA BOREEFES Jkol olshAel BT BURFFES e
BE - el s Bl 2 BTH T ERAY RN 2o RS MBS BEds
= FREel 58 #HEH fdxm she Bl A Fwste, WA BOREEBFRS Hike
BoRSHT F BOREARTES AR A BRMeR HATeRs 230 2 FikRoEA
o Bt & FHAR + gtz sty REE TAALS okl o BERES Jikd =
229 Y PR %A BERE ek dhe ERY REE A A b HR
o BEme 7= g+

I. 2203 BEiR B A A B EFMRel EA Lo 0B

BORA1 T BOKEP(E B8 oA BRBPETES BB EAS Z2ay Epo B
Bg 984 BOREPEES 2RIV E ERE] A8 sty giikot doh 2 o
ol & Bk BETFE RBEAA Z448 STHNS fste BiIfes FRECEN 28
2 R B FmRde st B #hES M ged e BiRSTH Bk
FES A7 B A EfTEd e FEFES XS HESs A 49 e o8,
g ol E z-7te] ARAA FAAHor ZEHT BEFEUNLEAL Z2oYW Hiwd BR
off #l¥yel AA Hert st el Astd 4R Aot

1. BRSO AN RRFHM| &HRet FHLS I8

(D RAFFES EiR

PEF = REREFE REN PEIE d 2 0B BEFE BEN, W
9 HIER BETE S =0 25T BEFES 0 9T BEAEY fiRE: —an
S RE e o8 —e2 de] welEd Az g HEFHEY fike BEY
) #%)(rpact identification), P54 (impact analysis) = B#F5(5 (impact evaluation)
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BFFE - WP BHERE SR o] FolAy] ol
FE] HAs 98 AE 2ubE BEMNY B BikEe BEse ARgSle o
ol Za=Hs gk LuhE WBIY B Bike ASToERM HEWNolHY F—FiW
BEe ohdet ol B—RE BEC A2 FIRE BESA Mt gdd
BES M= F848E 5 37 sEoloh

BORE M) #lel s oWl FEEY ¢ae] & (algorithm)o] Sl o] opvrh. 28] &
o B HAE 6T BEEEI 2Rtz e ARE TS eI ek ot

e T WENE BANSE Rt Jo] Foids Fasict. e v A2 ¥ES
falety - Bgs EES] sl e wA Al AR LI FOtE Bt ok st o

£ (1) ¥R 25 (reductionist perspectives) ¥ ZBpy #HEE (holistic perspectives), (2)
FERLHY %1 (scanning approaches) ¥f EBFRY £, (3) WEEEY ¥ /ME ARVERS #
A Tl h

714 A WE D BOES) B RAA SIeld B mRE <4 BHE ¢
NE o Al e WAk A EEIE o BEEE mAd Yol s kE
kg THeke, 2N #HEkel 8 e mlA v RS v 2fE By s, F
Rrel =l:] BREE #EE4LE M st glol WS T vrle EEAIA FERA
e R AdayA HEY sexErt MeaxE sk #Ee 2

BEH e Begs sl ed FESd ok & Al Fotd EES EEY BIEE
& 3 ZEHAY HikelsE dteh. —ke R RS EES BB @il & B
Bl Al BHEMCR o] FoA L s Wik, BEEES BERRAY 98 EBEEREZ
o] Rl BIRE REToEA oA B AAA FEo nAe BRE Fitd BEe
Walsts A& e

B Al QoA FERSt o & AHA KLY AFECH
AL BE L RAlEte ¥ £ A#e] AREEERE 2HAZ

e

r_O‘

AR BIRY #

Aok = e B
Bl HF ZElA Ao fESAY = AR BREE o[ FoA H HI/ME 4
¥ HME £ 2HAA Jol v st BEMRAES EEH KA 3 Fotel o

(1) Alin L. Porter, Frederick A. Rossini, Stanley R. Carpenter and A.T. Roper, A Guidebook
for Technology Assessment and Impact Anmalysis (New York: Elsvier North Holland Inec.,
19¢)), pp.155-211. ¥ Almour, Bowron, Miller, Miloff 5& B fik=4 #Hif, &
2, BE, $4, ##34& 53 Yt Audrey Armoni, Beate Bowron, Earl Miller, and Michael
Mi Hff, “A Framework for Community Impact Assessment,” in Kurt Finsterbusch and C.P.
We f, Methodology of Social Impact Assessment (Stroudsburg, Pennsylvania: Dowden,
Hu chinson Ross, Inc., 1977), pp.24-34.



Bk PEe AP BREE foA 23 Al A Y KT FHEete o) F sped o
o g 7 Aol EEE Aol KEEES ?(?fﬁﬁ% LEHS JHR el FIRTHET A
B 2 A BES #Bl AT ¢ A B 5S¢ HEd REsts Aol —fayelh

HER] BEES dolA A9 uel o] e 3t AT EEE 49
E AEE XAE ¥ 5 A

wA st B EEEEeEE A ae2E (checklist) & F 4 g&d oA P43
WY HESS YEd ¥ Aotk AziEr g FEESC MEY LE KE
T Fotd F v e R A3t BEE Aok, HadAEE FEHEES
9k JUE TR A T —#E WU S5 9z, udelAEn (brainstorming),
Delphifiiz:, s1'd (panel), BR#A%E 5¢ 53t = BEEEL BRAY += Aot

& EHBEeEA A1 48] RS2 e AL B (relevance tree) Hiikst RE
Bllel] o3 #AETE & & Aok BREMESE om AdE(set) BEBERSSL 1T EHE
09 BRRY @R wet b EREE gebd ook o] BiEE A Sl —igaval
Fhel 2a i fAfFEle AXEZ A ReE SR UrtE BEES At o9 H
of A o] [l BB REDHT (decision analysis)o] FEEe o4 FEplsh, = 3o
FGEBEE . P vk obmtE BAEMES M BLRE A ABEEFRE T ¢ 5 de
Zeolth flige] BMEEXRE MR WEBERE et & baA B8 il FAs
Z & FiEEe AR 2E 2Fd St PEERESDY MGRE BB 254 o= 4
Bl = A e W 2 #ERA I

o E R o8 BREEY HAe Fo3 pleREN BATIA By ==
2ol FES wAUstE et A4E T BEE JEY HRol Yt KBS =92 BEY B
REIGRBO I 2 {ERsta, o ARHEM E59 BB ES HEML = B8 @Y
3, o]E [BEEY BMrE: B3td Efoly ZEowo e HEsiaal e BEEhiE
o]}, @

BT del A HEI BEY RIS MEFES HEEAA F B ollst olF B
EE RS A 2 BORRES BRAE HAA T MBS Sl Ao BELS
< 7 el HAE BER, W, A4 2 i 5ol A% MEA &Il 9% HifelH,
=g o] g BEe WA Ha, 259 REL olWd AelH, ®HKay #2E(higher-
order impict)->- Arid A4 AQYst 3t AEE ohFA =k

— 2 BE PEAHS 94425 S0 RS Agsd o Foan ¥

(2) B! LEA 9 3te] BRelvt 2oy EE @ilsty MEHH = FE A4 s, Marvin
E. Dlsen and Donna J. Merwin, “Toward a Methodology for Conducting Social Impact Asse-
ssn ents Using Quality of Social Life Indicators,” in Finsterbusch and Wolf, Ibid., pp. 43-63
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g e de A gilEe]l FHEWEEsIA R st de] FA"Ez JE AEsERc AXE
#MoHT cross-impact analysis), 4] & o] A (simulation) ##, pL&fy LEREBERN 5 =

T A+
;4B HT-& 19604:fel Gordons} Helmere] ol3te] FAZEE “Rok”zh= Al B8]0l A Al
?J(Slrm lation game)of Al gl oot A “EREEolw AET (1) ZEE #
BRI e 24 o] BRI BEES Blliste, (2 o9 HHES BEol oE HHEY
B N Ml BES vAE FEEES OFE 499 S HEES e Sk
*}&-“4:1 oleh. ol & shdl BiEE ASAHd HEXPE MEILE EId EHEY A4
BEF 3 E Hikelx, HET BEHEXHEEF AEYLE Fohd BN THEBEY BRE
BEFS ek Biko 2A AREESYOl L E Y20k O o] g BESTS 2L e
Hipol deluivtz AAStE S, o HiO B{L AENSE HEMNoEY HEM K
Ho g FF vrte BRAA FlAd
MBS TS~ E F EE AR o] FoXA Hrt. A B TXFE W EY
&% sk By, A BPEE HEM —E#EdE FHEERY JE(set) & BE}T
sty et el A FET A EL2E FHSIE AEA AL sl Bl ok
A g ol A HAE Bl wel #ibie A=Y THEE BENSE s Y8
o A1k AlEallel A BELE oA RS A gE el Bl BREe A
e BFamM Bz ESFed, REHY TXEE AgdoAd #M(cross impact
simulaticn model)¢] #+}ql KSIMER.& Fola RN TFAA Azele] 157 EE" AL
2 BREGS e R el W old vslA mEERN AAY Bl 2o mEdyy R
e olwl Folzl RETAA qejztxle] Alzglel Kol T £ ol AAe] Alxd

-‘EL p=

= TRER oA KESEelel A e s Edd s AAdstz fERE A
E}-‘ (5)
AA FBe feEel FiAslE Audod BllezAE MR KA, EME, Azd
B)REKETl system dynamics) 3 1€l Monte Carlo Fji% 5& FIFS AR AR HE

HiEEE £ 5 9
A F AR EENBILS S, Biad WAL B, S48 B 2 ite 5 A 5

L:ﬁ f

(3) I.LF Coats, “The Role of Formal Model in Technology Assessment,” Technological Forcasting
anc Social Change, Vol. 9 (1976), pp-139-190; T.]. Gordon, “Cross-Impact Matrices-An
Iili stration of Their Use for Policy Analysis,” Futures, Vol. 2 (1969), pp. 527-531.

(4) J. {ane, “A Primer for A New Cross-Impact Language KSIM,” Technological Forcasting
anc Social change, Vol. 4 (1972), pp. 129-142.

(5) T... Gordon and ]. Stover, “Using Perceptions and Data about The Future to Improve The
Sin ulation of Complex Systems,” Technological Forcasting and Social change, Vol. 9, (1976),
pp. 191-211.



£ Cobb-Duglas fEEEBHIs} 28 2 F4G o8, © 99 #HIE dehd + e
SRS (gEse] Eeld mzade #mes ¥ A4 WME dEd MES Bt
PR HES EMLE BER oA BRIV Zeodd FEe wEstnA dE EE
Jitkel &

FED (HES st Bl mADz BEFED PES o5d &E KE
= afEel EES Yoldh BEele B 4 Aok ofm WK EEE FEE 45 A
s sk ] FEsC B RIS = Ao —fgpvel ok el m2 FEl T M MIEwtel 2t
5 X Em#l pEs] Dok oA Figel 3 HEF 15 SIHE RWAE
A =@k = FEMIR FAE0] AR Qe [HiEE Rt Aolw, WEGES o i
o] o 5 mEE KMats ol

el FEC A4 EiEe) BB o FEYS BKY A vTE 2 @R
o HRE 12 Adsn e W REdTT wolek ¥ Aotk e Bzt FE
of 2@} = AREC] AT QB HEA T AEe —imd BHE WRAT, 53 44
Aol =1 9= EEIE Aol FIERGE A dE AENG TAAEY HiEs
GE AL e & gk olAT Aol FEME FAAG 15 REHT FELE
o £HA 1AL} 259 BES BME &+ dt BeE ATz AE itH 21
FEBME JAAHEe EiEsh 224 Kig 4+ Q5% w9

FES G obgel BEY BE FSe: T o EEESE HEEKY BiEl
4 Q¢ Aolth wRAR FES Hikol REolor ¥ WER HozAE, (I o &
Fe) Bk ] EE9Y KD FEM KL BT OE S ook 8z, () 4 REEY
mm B TS SR NS 2T gadedl s, (3) =% BRY 4 J=5 %
mo @I} @] vy & gle FEMY 5 RET & delok dz, ) EEA 2
ey AEpel FEd deb 42 BEV HHES EET & 9 BB Hio
AAUES BET S Qolof ATE A 52 5 4 Atk e A4z oY fEEE
EEWEID 4 9% shbAe BEEES BRI 22 28 4% Aol ohidh

wmet o] 2E FIMSE EE Hiko 24 = 5tgl s REEY (FR (dimensionless scaling),

()] Iié ) EEREEENS REE Lius o] AL “The Quality of Life Model”e| 2t F-23 9l £l
e G852k
Q JLo=Ao[ECy"PWENo*HE?SO0" Jeto
C JL1=A(EC"PWPEN;*HE 4SO, Jet
‘47 A AA 0E BOES UTEY) Y YRR, 18 BUES BITE #£9 REE g o
SCE EEWF, PWE Kkel AL, ENS BUEHM, HE: st #F#HFM, SO0e
Tié "‘BFEJ-‘ Jeu e, 2% QOLY #REFES D a,b,c.dr5e 2 #PS LES e A,
2E9 & 10] sloloF @k et SPES BBHEL vebdth Ben-Chieh Liu, “Quality of
Lifi Production Model for Project Impact Assessment,” in Finsterbusch and Wolf, ep. cit.,
pp- .82-199.




B HEYE 7T (decision analysis), E2] 4 24 (policy capture) 5 & <= gl o & s1&

H Kotsle REY (ERGEL 44 PEBXED A28 § PE<AEMGREE =9
2F L3 o, o] slEH=S Z Al(eelDdd 8] Jim, HEY BWE 5 Bt
o ¥ HEE wdd BRRESITES FEMEAA BHEd A4 292 FEd 88

stodl 1-ebeh. @ A AAEE o8 FIEHG SRR BEEMES #psiz
FHEMAE + =% K. Hammonde] oj3te] BAZE 543 JFikolrh o #FEHES A
S3E FBFEY BRT o BRS org zed R EEEES g BRe =¥
o] o g BF BORREXES FIERE TAAEAA Rkt Ao watd e}

(2) 1% 3RS HiroEk

ol ol d $-El& BURITER lolA] BEREERES —#i gikel FHik g &
g oA FEE F3td & F dv 6k Fol EESI] YolA FEIEES &£
Bhe &E 249 B RS A FANPEY =719 #HEd FolAE Alr] wlfd
Zrow B HEelA #4E Az ' T8 FAAY s ‘Zragor iy
@A o Hg FHR delvA HA=AE?” st AeiMde od g8 dgE grs}
o8& Aol

EFE BHESITERAA A H 5 gl BESES 74t
HERER- - AFg3te] Bk HEe sty 2 =2 A
v R HEEC] BT Folx KRS BT ol BT bl B 1SHY El
Ate] EBEERRS @ET sloleha ¥
KBS stz HEEsy] S18te] ofelbA o B
Agsla A oW HEEERE 2GR
2 27 o Aol HRKAE AES 5
SEHEEY d%el felME olzld EURoESE Folo] KRSA & AoH, ofgA ol
g R doluA serk et AT i - R AEES rdthe B
oA =z MY BEE ST o8 HES WIRBEEE Jhed BRERS BEE B
f7er 9l = Aoz B 4 g& Aovh

2. T EFMEN UM BEFES ERet FHLS HHOHK
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BORFRE AR ol 49 EREEFES AR EiRel o9 Mo ol e} 71y
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A7l A & BORAEC A4 HERES —#& fixobed 2229 BH mR
wHEs #Arlsle] Y& BOREMS @Al B HERHO PEERY RE 5 4uEin =
2o EHigel BRolzte BEClA REs 2o o

27t iMEE A StE BORERILE F7ete HiEel = P=E Fx ok 2% 9§
of FEH: Y AAzZA L 29 Bl AW F7ote EHET A 223 BoRelY EE
of EA& kit ok Aoloh B HET ol Biyel v Fo] o] FoixA Ht. =
2 BRF I o128 BORE/S] MAZFE A=A "o

BORBER & &vtE #str] falAde o BB $aE Fx g& BES 94 4
waufoF it [HiEZ 2ol ofste] 2l7h st LE, ArbA 8, 23 o8>
A8 BEyr b A A 249 BEE REYS & e Bl & 4
22 ol AKEHKA A2 RE BREMIY ARMEENAE ofF sl 249l Aot} o
A J\E - AfAv~ 2o B, ZE2o9 89 B, 2dx 0% Z 2o
o3t gitd AEe RYBEES REI =Y REN HEE A 2. EE SnEEe
i, 2o HEl, ZE2o89 EE, Z2o9 FE 59 A4 4% wEy 2
Aelsd, 2 shgdlelA EES B BCRERERS A7 Ao @ 222 FEY #
A R BRFEA oA SulE BOREMMEAIY AR g He Aold. v Bk
EEREY WRAF e HE A48T ] ohgel BERERC v AAdxer A
Ase A okt BRERS g4 44004 9% BES FTedAE, o5
A ME GE ECRERNS BREdH e AdEdd e B3 BF 2 =3¢ 93 g5 U
o F¢] o}

2] vl ARXEHS B dF 23 A (squash) A 9 ok nE B@E 9
o A bt o] § RMEES, A4 oW BES S dEs HEZEA 2 o
A R R Hlol i Aol mEolth o P AkEES MR feldL
#, R, 712 A= Helz, FxzErutelz Fo] AR welEdA £ gl EH =)
71 fiete] £3] o] FARAA HEZ KRB Wl REstn, = #AIsr] st o HA =
2y BEIEHRYC] EHets, FAAex = 2AeY HEER 1¥89 S god, #Bay
o FEW:: 58 BEBFEWHEL A5 oA = A

BUORER S0l 293tz TAH2Z HAH T ol Ee] THMNLRE Td A ez,
HEFY 1 Bivel S W Eel 25 sbeE] old AES FEY AAdSrE BmEs
ofof grt. FHEHEF ol RS Fv] AEMOE Wy e BAA FRHk

-

o
9o

(7) Edw ;d_A Suchman, Evaluative Research (New York: Russell Sage Foundation, 1967), pp.
33-3 .

(8) Ralp1 E. Strauch, A Critical Assessment of Quantitative Methodology as a Policy Analysis
Too. (Santa Monica, Calif.: Rand Corporation, 1974), pp. 52-82.
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HEARY B A8AL MEE AT At A AY FF B, 5 HEtz
ol BRIl A9 BEe) A BA, WSED HHEKS BAY BE 2z oE B
AT pE AE AEY PREKSE AN 95 oF AES BEM I E
9 & dedd, BgdE ool dstel HEMI HHTE T & A Dok

TR RS BEE 9T e PEMTS Tem B HRiEs s 9
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5 BEE 1Y BEE HEE 2 A9 TAS AEER ARAZ Aot EHEEH
o BT ERE bAE BE 209 PERE 2% Fu o FAA 9o Fu 74
Aoz wid, shle BEHRE RAGH = 22ad)d 4T BiE, HeKEd o
@ AL FAC] O)F HEKMEA Aoy AN B W oY Bt BE =
T Aoz AdHAE AR e 434 93¢ 212 Aoz AAFEA de 2
Fo) A% MEEE MRA

BoREN o) A¥ds Zzode HgkmEelt 2AE doted B wlAE A
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B RS =3 A F3E Wl 9 Aol e ST BERRY (FRE
T =@ BRREHY ZEo299 BdAE) PEENY 44396 duht 2L o
Az R A4 A gel et sl daA R A pEE WA Dtk olH e 139
S A 1Y (ERET BRREHE SAT BEE A9 2 ERE 93t o 2
Y 5 A 2 Aelw, oldF WA BRI BEY 344 2ol 3 FE gk =
@ o1F 2] AYAFL ZE2UY HFEF ZEaUY BTREAA AL oA
B, 7Y ERN BEEHE B2 49 A S9d SR MY 2999 BB
% Fo] BEREE BES HEd E% 9% FE g

oA gAMEe]l A4 2, ERT 445 x o, FEFEHY 48 HE =
9 BE e, A2E AES, WESD, S5 o % MESE Eo] Ak o
whE B bihe) EEEolTh BRERAE old ¥ AR B AAAAA FEEE o
Heh shbd B Hghel ot

2a
Aol

HaeEl Al FIR FIRER BeR EES BlK0, BORS fEd Fo HEEL A &R
WM 54 FAste PIEEEE HAAA drtek sled, FEuE o AL 7
A B2 ikEr AA AH Tl de FEFRD AL As8A AxE: FESE 9o

Aol et

FETEY B HRRGTl &3 Ui, BEERR RErel A% ik JEERM B
st A& Fik Sol Sluvl olF Jhvl ofuld BALES W= b W wet o] 3o
HETE S TR WE, SRR MR S 24 EES vA > BOREEREE EREs #E
& Jded BEE F53A =

(2) WA Bl HlfE

ol Aol A et BHFAEERAA = BOREETES 6iRE BEREEY RE,
RERAS TP 2 RS (B 5% TA2Z HENeE 491 gdh

BORFAE B dolAlel HEFFEHRC A ol=% e EJAE #HHd 29 K
FONTEE ) BHEHEAERA oMY BEFEY MY 87 EREE wEs BR
NEEE osle BORFZES MM 275 HEEsted NEE 73 ded wsiA #
Fe PR AE] MEEY 2719 fEES ofsel olHd HURY R 3k
ste] Bl HEst o AL WE 2R o ddE 2 vFe Fx Use & F
At z¥ L& BORFFURRC A BEREe 2o Hige RS 3 f#Edx
A ste A F zEafeRRy Folo] KR =glen, ¥ ol HR del
YA =it st AL EstaA dobe AdA BURFFEERC doAd HEFE=
=22y IERe] R ZA J1E W] B Aoz A4
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Tl R4 #lie] watd 2§ 7ed F23 AEE F/AAR Eodrd g3
2t

AR IEFEREANA BT BRPERET BORSITEMEAA 27539 B e
FESF REEC BAYo R EEMTARA BEND BRPES SV BeEpE
arlel A3 \Fte] HEEA Rz A A2 BOREEC A3 Bl BORFEERI
A A E0) ExsHe Pert BiElT dvte Aelwh ol & wulhol AA BOKFFFARC
A A2 BRED HEFEELC et ENEEC #HESNY AT W BORRE
o #HA] AW EESBREA A BoRpEHies 2N HEE BEd T 5 8
A}, wsbd ZEoW HEHHY BEE 984 E BRSIREAA Biisle BEFERWR
o} BuE FEARAA BTE e BEFEWET EHRF el o2 BORERE 2 2
A BETES A2E T2 B BRI =g 2 + =5 T LEUF A

4 REEHS FAY BRPES HEsS s FHEste Hgmel BoRERS Este
HmEHy o e Eoln Wikl dolA BERFE ERel =2 HEHS BRA A
2 iE 284 Felx grh. el E PEIFEEES BEES BRs MedeEd B
ol BB v AL Sk A BAREEe] 22 22os HRe BRd ERE 4 3
A el ok @k

N

I. =233 BRS KBS 28 BReEFR

Eﬁ

HEAWT BETERTEY A RS BEVERRN SRl BE

Bis ATREA A BT BRYETES BESEBRA B9 BEYETED
of W kol GhEREA HE FEGE A dAlert 2E hed 228 A 2ot
A Eel mal g P
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